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248 Honors of Military Men. March, 

HONORS FOR MILITARY SERVICES. 

It is difficult to discuss the subject of war in any way without disclo" 
sing its essential immorality. A somewhat racy illustration of this we 
find in a debate Dec. 1 852, on a motion in the U. States Senate to confer 
on Gen. Scott the honorary title of Lieutenant General ; a resolution 
against which we were glad to see more than one fourth of the Senators 
recording their votes. From Mr. Hale's remarks on the occasion, we 
quote' a few extracts : 

"I feel compelled to vote against this proposition in any shape in which 
it may be presented. I am against the original proposition, and against 
all amendments. It will be recollected by those who take any interest in 
remembering what so humble an individual as myself ever did in the Senate, 
that when a proposition was before us to render a vote of thanks to Gen. Tay- 
lor and Gen^ Scott for the services which they performed in the Mexican 
war, and to thank them for their brilliant achievements in that war, I vo- 
ted against it twice. I voted against it, because I acted upon the same 
principle as did those men of the British House of Commons, who voted 
against thanking British officers for victories which they had gained over 
the American colonies, when they believed that the American colonies 
hud the right, and the British administration had the wrong in the contest 
in which the victories were gained. Those distinguished gentlemen said 
that they could not separate a vote of thanks to those officers for victories 
which they had acheived, from an approval of the war in which the bat- 
tles were fought. . They had not subtlety enough to distinguish between 
thanking men for winning a victory, and approving the object for which 
the victory was won. 

I thought — and I am glad of an opportunity to say it now ; I am glad 
to let it be known that I have not been converted — the Mexican war was 
unjust and atrocious. I thought it one that marked the United States 
as rapacious, and the age as barbarous. I think so now. It has, in my 
mind, lost nothing of the character which it then had, and of which I 
then spoke. I believed it was a war commenced in injustice ; and I be- 
lieve that when the impartial pen of history writes the tale of that war, 
the justice of the sentiment which I then pronounced, and which five years 
of reflection have strengthened in my mind, will be vindicated. I believe 
that the real and substantial causes that we had for the war in which 
those brilliant victories were achieved, were three-fold. The first was, 
that Mexico was weaker than we were. The second was, that she had 
provinces which we wanted, and she did not want to give up. And the 
third one was' that we wanted those provinces to extend slavery over 
them. Those, I believe, were the sum and substance of the causes that 
we had for the war with Mexico. I believe that so far as the mere war 
after it was commenced) was concerned, it was carried on as scientifically, 
as bravely, as honorably and as gloriously as any war ever was. Yes> 
sir, it stands among glorious enterprises, as glorious as any war that was 
ever carried on in the world ; and if it were possible — which some men 
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seem to think it is — to separate a vote according thanks and honors to 
those who fought the battles, from an implied commendation of the cause 
of the war in which they were fought, I would cheerfully vote for it. 
But, sir, I cannot ; the war has those features in my mind ; and as long 
as the triple partition of Poland by the Powers that divided it, challen- 
ges the condemnation of the world, so long, I believe, will the war which 
the United States made upon a sister Republic, at a time when she was 
rent with intestine commotions, for the purposes for which I believte that 
war was carried on, run parallel with it, so far as the judgment of pos- 
terity is concerned. 

I must not, however, be misunderstood or misrepresented in regard to 
the opinions which I entertain of General Scott on this occasion. I will 
not say that I go as far as those who go the farthest ; but I will say that I 
go as far as any sensible man can prudently go in doing full justice to the 
honor, the patriotism, the skill, the genius and the bravery, and all that 
sort of thing, of General Scott ; but inasmuch as I cannot vote for this 
resolution, without, in my humble judgment, implying an approbation of 
the war in which he achieved his victories, I must record my vote against 
it, and against all the amendments. 

Me. Peatt, of Maryland — I listened to the speech of the Senator from 
New Hampshire with some attention, and there was but one single obser- 
vation made by him which had any reference whatevever to the resolu- 
tion under consideration, and that was, that although Gen. Scott, for his 
military achievements fully deserved everything which the resolution pro- 
poses to give him ; yetthat he could notconsent to give it to him, and why ? 
Because he cannot separate those achievements from the war which he be- 
lieves to have been unjust and improper. Sir, that is a principle which it 
would be horrible to have go abroad as being entertained by the members 
of the Senate of the United States. What is that sentiment, when you 
come to analyze it ? . Suppose a war is declared by the constitutional au- 
thorities of the country ; the commander of your army or your navy 
who meets the enemy ,'must be bound, according to the Senator's theory, 
to inquireinto the justice of the tear ; and, should he come to the conclu- 
sion that it was unjust, he could not conscientiously discharge his profes- 
sional duties. If the theory of the honorable Senator is to be carried out: 
every officer of the army and, navy will be bound to inquire and judge 
whether a war is in his opinion just, before he enters the list on the Side 
of his country. 

Mr. Hale — I wish I had the power to make what is so clear and plain 
to my own mind, a little plainer to some one else. I wish I had the pow- 
er of making palpable the proposition that a vote of thanks to a general 
after a victory, does include approbation of the war. The honorable Sen- 
ator says the doctrine is horrible. Does he know the author of the senti- 
ment ? Sir, I trust he does; because I know (hat Maryland is prolific in 
scholars and in scholarship, and I take it that it is not all engrossed by 
one of her Senators. Sir, the author of that "horrible" sentiment was 
Lord Chatham, the elder Pitt ; and the occasion of his expressing it was 
on a vote of thanks to some of the British officers for the victories they 
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had gained over the American colonies. And further than that, the hon- 
orable Senator wants to know what an officer is to do when he is called to 
fight in an unjust war. Sir, that same history will tell him ; and it will 
also tell him, that there were officers in the British army, who, when 
they were ordered to draw their swords in an unconstitutional and op- 
pressive war, tendered their commissions to his Majesty. 

Not a little truth leaks out from both sides of this debate. The issue 
is well put by Mr. Hale, that we cannot reward or praise warriors for 
success in a given war, without endorsing the war itself; a proposition 
too plain, one would suppose, to require either proof or illustration. Nor 
can a man, without treason against God, and violence to every principle 
of morality, engage in a war which he believes to be wrong, but must, if 
an officer, resign his commission; and, if a private, submit to torture and to 
death itself, rather than violate his conscience by fighting its battles. 

Still it is true, as Mr. Pratt intimates, that the very idea of war for- 
bids its agents to inquire whether it is right, and requires them to carry it 
on, right or wrong, just because their governments bid them do so. They 
must "go it blind." They can have no conscience, judgment, or respon- 
sibility of their own] in the matter, but must blindly bind themselves to 
do whatever their rulers may require. Such is the moral essence of war ; 
and this view alone is enough to brand it as sheer and reckless rebel- 
ion against God, a gross and systematic outrage on man's moral na- 
ture, a direct and utter denial of those principles which form the basis 
alike of religion and morality, Can a Christian, or a man of any moral 
principle, submit to a custom that compels him to commit deeds of the 
foulest atrocity, without even the poor privilege of inquiring whether it is 
not wrong thus to turn himself in to a monster of cruelty and crime ? 



CORRESPONDENCE. 



After the specimens we have given of war-logic among Christian 
ministers, we ought, in fairness, to quote communications of a differ- 
ent tone that we are receiving from our correspondents, but which 
heretofore have been so generally crowded cut of our pages. 

From Rev. Titus Coan. — The following letter from onrexcellent 
co-worker in the Sandwich Islands, is in acknowledgment of peace 
publications sent as a donation for gratuitous distribution, and 
breathes just the spirit that ought to characterize every disciple of 
Christ, and certainly will in the mil'enium : 



